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Senator Richard Scbweifcer 
U* 3. Senate 

Washington , D.C* COI^FXDENTIAL 

Dear Dick, 

The confidential label is for my own files and the archive I will leave* x t is 

not a restriction upon you. I intend no use of this letter or any response or non- 

response* As I told you last October, public controversy or attracting attention to my- 
self are not within my seruoua purposes* The political and media attitude toward the 
wrok I have done and the minority view I represent have forced me to reconsider and 
reoast my own rolexx 

As I told you last October I am and I try to be forthright* I then told you that 

I also owed you forthrightness* You will see how forthright I can be* 

Your appearance on Face the Nation, which X have just viewed, was as impressive 
as you were with me last October* This and the agony I was in when I did struggle to 
your office on the way to the hospital are my dearest impressions of that meeting. 

You may have no knowledge of the pain that is typical of the ailment I suffered, but 
I assure you it is considerable and if I had not begun with faith in your and your 
intentions, as I had not sought you out I also would not have subjected myself to what 
I went through in order to spend that morning with you and Dave Marston* 

Your sincerity impressed me so muoh, through all that pain, that in order to 
serfca you better I did what I could not afford. I took a private room in the hospital 
so there could be privacy in the further ctonuziication between us you did forecast. We 
neither knew I would be going to the hospital, but you did tell me you would want to 
spend more time with me and that if you could not come here you would, having observed 
my difficulty in merely moving, wo old provide me with transportation to your office. 

Beginning when I hoard radio reports of your public statements while I was in 
the hospital, I have wondered why you were not again seeking help or information from 
me* This wonder increased as I learned that you were and remained in close contact 
with nuts, paranoids, assorted self-seekers and others of the dedicated wrong. In 
retrospect I confess indebtedness to you for staying detached. 

I cannot be certain that I now know the answer to what has puzzled me* I am not 
putting you on when I say how much you impressed me or how impressed I was about 
your sincerity and genuineness* Until there is something better I will have to accept 
as an answer your 8t R teia©nt on H F a ce the Nation" that you are "very strongly for 
President Ford* " This gives you an irreconcilable conflict of interest* Ford was a member 
of the Warren Conmdssjkon. Now I think I also have an explanation for the opening of 
your report and your rejection of the unselfish offer X made you* all my records with a 
chain of possession as they deal with the moat essential evidence in any homicide in- 
vestigation, more that of a Presidents did offer you thid evidence, my originals, and 
X did say you did not have to credit me or my work. 

If you would care to explain that you could still support Ford and publish what 
he as a member of the Warren Commission avoided even looking for* what you and he, as 
lawyers know is the most essential evidence in any homicide explanation ahd you ia 
particular when your mandate was to investigate the federal agencies, I will welcome 
the explanations I do not expect* You go so f^r as never to mention the agency which did 
not volunteer this evidence to the Commission, not that Ford, the other Consni ssioner s and 
all their lawyers did not know it had to exist and was essential* 

Z*0U go farthur. *ou open your report with what to any thinking person is total 
disqualification and certification of the lade of relevance to all that follows* You 
prooli you did not question the conclusions of the Report and that you did not examine 
any of tike evidence of the orime itself* You thereafter and without exception defend the 



CenmisBlon and its lawyers. You carry this so far that you quote those who have self- 
interest to serve by what they said and in no oase quote a lawyer who worked on the 
relevant areas of the deport. Y*u carried this to the extrema. When you had in your 
possession and suppressed what Bella as the Rockefeller Commission s honcho also state 
had and suppressed, what it totally destructive of the oport and its integrity. Thus 
because it was the most serious self-accusation by the~CIA against the CIA in your attack 
on it and the IBB you had to suppress it. 

Whatever is or was in your mind it is apparent that this was political expediency, 
a requisite of your being "very strongly for President ford." 

And now, of course, especially because of tyoir great relevance to your report I 
understand why you used none of tire transcripts X had to use FGIA to obtain. Bow c&uld 
you and survive support of the man responsible? 

I have no personal investment in who is the next president. X do have a deep, 

T ong and continuing interest in the integrity of our society and its institutions and 
their viability. I recognize that as a politician you have rights and needs. Having 
I believe you should have faced this conflict of interest prior to taking the 
initiative that saddled you with this conflict of interest you have not reconciled in 
the national interest. 

I am >>«»r<n g w hat X eay not on this TV show alone. I have read the press coot of 
your report to the appendix. You were conned by the spooks you pretend to expose, *ou 
suppressed nuatea that are well-known publioly. You ewallowed the Rooca bait, hook, 
sinker and U na to the pole. You then went farthur and as with the FBI you supprressed 
mention of Rooca' s name and those of the others who did this dirty work with him, names 
freely available in court records .and the Archives. The identity of n D" is not and has 
not been secret/ Why do you suppress* it? Is there a more likely explanation that anyone 
knowing it would learn what you also suppressed in your report, that he and his fabrication 
were misused in a Straagelovisn effort you avoid entirely? Or is it that your staff is 
this close to totally incompetent? 

That I spare you more of this is not because it does not exist. This is adequate 
for the record X will leave for the future and for your understanding. I could continue 
it indefinitely, ^bis would include serious and disqualifying factual errors in your 
report. Serrors relating to your entire basis, rather pretended basis. There is no basis 
for any of your report without what you refused to investigate, who did the dirty deed. 

While you pretend otherwise on “Face the Nation" you did assume Oswald's guilt without 
investigation and while condemning the honest of the soo-alled investigation. Unless you 
make this assumption of guilt there is one one fig-leaf of any relevance and that also you 
avoid} was Oswald a federal agent of some kind? 

You pretend but present no proof o£ bis “cauiectLona" with both the pro- and anti- 
Castro groups. There is no proof. His sole "connection with the FFCC is his writing them 
without their solicitation and their not empowering him to establish what there never 
wasa, a New Orleans chapter. Your sole allegation of an anti-dastro "connection" is via 
Bringuier. Here you have the most serious factual error. ' £ his error is essential to all 
in your report. It is also an area of you r personal suppression of what you did obtain 
from the CIA and failed to mention on "Face the Ration*" The Bringuier and Clay Shaw 
connections with CIA. 

Am I glad you did not come back to met As I offsred, I'd have given you all I hate. 

It is solid, it is considerable, it coat me much and it proves perjury by the CIA's Bringuier, 
protected by a relevant Warren Commission layer od your pi 11 ti cal faith by bis personal 
alteration of a transcript. 



I want the reoord between ua tad that I will leave, also duplioatedout ^“y 

faTLying thia porliu^is the b£is of *11 you* theorizing as a substitute for the fast 
vou were ff rti T *Td ^-°+°«*« k mandated to establish. I am saying you oould not have had 
a staff that even checked sources that was not aware of this. And I am saying I had other 
, . . . rvrv^/^pa that were avilabl© to you# I did ©ifor them to you and specifically 

on this subjectfwhich is one of the four "theories" you did ask me to shoot down, your 
words promptly did although they come originally from my own work in each case. 

(X then warned y” SL»t the consequences of beginning with theorising rather than faot.) 

*ou may regard this with resentment and as a personal attack on you. I , 

vou to consider thTnain it causes me when I hams ruined my life and cy future to establish^ 
what^ truthons' man cln about an event on which the world was resersed and I have dsns this 
so unselfishly I to offered you without restriction or even acknowledgement olx o my 
work and files. (Yea, I am still in debt for the private room, too.it 63.) 

Having thus endeared myself to you! propose providing you with an opportunity to 
live by and with your words on CBS# 

You should recall that you and your derring-do investigators, having the power 
of subpoenafhta not issued jme until I proposed this when you asked ^^rre^mmend^ 

. , ..j 'aft th poznDQtent subpoenas you would not {jave had tht; ..imitations 

»r»id » cS K ^ ££T£T» S2SS °z ou ^ ***** »«. 

fSlod to oSW. but tttoto was no «.»naU. IMt on yo« po»er to 

specify and compel compliance if you had the political courage. One * h . 

SSSttS. I m2e - and I made more than one - is that you subpoena «U Jtate records 
nfwhntever source on me. I also waived my rights to privacy for you. I had reasons I 
oLTnor^Tta ta the time we had. I have some of these records, from CIA «d: not from 
them. If vou had done this you would have established the existence of a still-unex- 
ooaSl CIA^ front from proscribed domestic activity and a super-sensation the nature o 
which I will not now indicated. I also withdraw my waiver of privacy rights, based on 
vhat you have done# 

What you have done is to needlessly limit me in c^urt. I have asked you for a 
,, ao vrt+h a11 names but mine masked, ou have not responded* As X 

as “liXU use. Obviously When I am tae author of the 

first book on the Warren Commission I have no literary need el this. I know of no 
prohibition oifl your providing this. 

You do advance certain theories, whether or not they are founded in fact of reason. 

If you ZfSi e^etod you »ould *>» £5 

1 oosaess of these records ifl far from complete, I have enough to tell you this in 
my possession. I also have? proof of the deliberate withholding od more and where it 
filed As vou know, the kinky sex pioturas are not of me. As you may not know, a 
waa provided to the Shaw defense. That is, not Garrison's but GI A‘s Shaw, aa you mus 
in Oswald in M ew Orleans , tad for whatever it may be worth to you, CIA Shaw 
Sr^^SS^eTS^s Garrison charged. I'm now hapjy you did not ask for 

this proof I’d have given you. 

Here ire some other "^ace the Nation" quotes? 

We can "go only as far as we know." (You refused to and you did not.) 

«o£e American people can handle the truth. "(l'm delighted you recall that from 
tfh&i X stiiLd. X&sb ^o^ob®r • } 

"I think the public has a right to know." I agree. But you are asserting a 
mftnnrmlv on what the American public can know from the needless hiding of names, like 

STS'CS ^TsSaTit y-b STSi, 

sing what he said. Had you not it would have advanced your Ford" 

J^did not but it surely would have made "very strong support fees for President Ford 



awkaward. fio was aware of what Rosenko said but hs stole and sold ion profit a JOP 
SECRET transcript he then edited to tote say the opixxsite.Hia government then under* 
took to present perjury to a federal court to deny mo this transcript as it now has forced 
me to court to obtain the records relevant to his red*«baiting of Professor Radii, oh. 

(now law-sohool Dean Borman Redlioh) over Sedlich's i^oord on civil rights. 

My record is one that certainly establishes dedication to the public’s right to 
know. I regularly go to what for mo la difficult and costly lengths to obtain sup » 
pressed evidence than hold press conferences and give it all away regard oloss of 

my sometime literary interest and rights. 

four record is not one of guaranteeing the public’s right to hKk know. Rather is 
it a record of granting the public the right to know what you want it to know. 



I have asked you for copies of records that you are not required to withhold. 
f 0 u have not responded. I have asked you for records to present to a federal court. You 
have not responded. I n fact, you did not even provide oopj.ee of those noa-withiield 
CIA. records -I had to buy from CIA when I offered you and through you the Senate all 
of the work I bad dona at considerable personal coat, including these countless thousands 
of pages for which I paid the executive agencies. 

Despite what you told the CBS nationwide audience the records of these agencies 
is other tVi^n you represent. If they lived within the law I would have no need to ask 
you for these records. I have asked for theta under FOIA aM Privacy Acta, Combing say 
files might yield more and older, but I can give you records of .ay having paid the 
Department of Justice for public information in 1970 and still await it. I can show you 
requests of CIA for records tint since the 1271 request have not boon supplied. 



The political reality is precisely as A red Graham represented* there is little 
likelihood that the overnight com . itteo will do anything and none that anything will 
done in the immodiate future. As a lawyer you know that what your report gives this 
new committee lacks factual foundation and that with all the work it will have to do 
even if it had the visibly lacking disposition to do anytldng its other obligations 



be 



more central to its mandate also precludes this. 



I and to the best of my knowledge I alone have dovoted my-elf to meeting the 
writer's obligation in a society like ourz to the public's right to know. I continue 
to do this despite the seriousness and the permanent damage from the phlebitis the 
manifestation of which younobserved. I have done work nobody else lias begun to approach. 

The FBI lias certified to a federal court that * know more about the subject of your 
report anyone in the FBI. These are not inconsiderable credentials. And I will be 

leaving an archive for the future in which what you have and have not used and do not 
have to sup ore sa can be valaable. Bo, I am offering you an opportunity to assure a right 
of the people to know what youndid hot see fit to teJl where you are not under any legal 
or moral obligation to secrecy* 

Let ->ua see if your c concept of this right to know is Lupin^ed upon by youi 
political support of the man who denied the public this r£ght when our Preiident was 
killed am the entire bas ±3 of our society nullified by that killing* 

In these It hard years I have had many disappointements* Garrison wound up my 
enemy when I tried to steer him toward responsibility. So also did several of his associates 
I understand have been yours* I tell ?/ou frankly that between what believed of you before 
we met and the impression you then made on me your report is perhaps my greatest disap- 
pointment. It is 30 dishonest and irrelevant that despite £to parroting of what I wrote a 
decade ago, despite my title 1 s using the words "whitewash" and "oovcrAp,* you were even 
very unfair to the KX and the CIA* I have sought no attention on your report but when I 
have been asked an opinion or comment In every case you havo forced mo to include this* 



With disillusionment tinging sorrow andiaregret* 
Harold Welsh erg 



Apologias for the typos I f l not have time to 
correct*! began this Sunday's work at 5 a>a* 



6/27/76 



Senator Richard Scbweifcsr 
IT* 3 * Senate 

Washington, D.C* CONFIDEOTIAL 

Dear Dick, 

The confidential label is for ray own files and the archive I will leave* x t is 

not a restriction upon you. X intend no use of this letter or any response or non- 

response* As I told you last October, public controversy or attracting attention to my- 
self are not within ray o^ruou3 purposes. The political and media attitude toward the 
wrok I have done and the minority view I represent have forced me to reconsider and 
recast my own roleux 

As I told you last October I am and I try to be forthright* I then told you that 

I also owed you forthrightness* You will see how forthright I can be* 

Your appearance on Face the Nation, which 1 have just viewed, was as impressive 
as you were with me last October* This and the agony I was in when I did struggle to 
your office on the way to tho hospital arc my dearest impressions of that meeting. 

You may have no knowledge of the pain that is typical of the ailment X suffered, but 
I assure you it is considerable and if I had not begun with faith in your and your 
intentions, as I had not sought you out I also would not have subjected rayaelf to what 
I went through in order to spend that mornin,; with you and Dave Mars ton. 

Your sincerity impressed mo so much, through all that pain, that in order to 
aexije you better I did what I could not afford* I took a private room in the hospital 
so there could be privacy in the further ctoaunication between us you did forecast* We 
neither know X would be going to the hospital, but you did tell me you would want to 
spend more time with me and that if yuu could not come here you would, having observed 
my difficulty in merely moving, wo uld provide me with transportation to your office. 

Beginning when I heard radio reports of your public statements while I was in 
the hospital, I have wondered why you were not again seeking help or information from 
mo. This wonder increased as I learned that you were and remained in close contact 
with nuts, paranoids, assorted self-seekers and others of the dedicated wrong. In 
retrospect X confess indebtedness to you for staying detached. 

1 cannot be certain tliat I now know the answer to what has puzzled me. I am not 
putting you on when I say how much you impressed mo or how impressed I was about 
your sincerity and genuineness* Until there is something better I will have to accept 
as an answer your statement on "Face the Nation 1 ’ that you are "very 3trongly for 
President Ford* ,# This gives you an irreconcilable conflict of interest* Ford was a member 
of the Warren CJoiarrdse^ion* Now I think I also havo an explanation' for the opening of 
your report and your rejection of the unselfish offer X made you: all my records with a 
chain of possession aa they deal with the most essential evidence in any homicide in- 
vestigation, more that of a President*! did offer you thid evidence, my originals, and 
I did say you did not have to credit me or ray work* 

If you would care to explain that you could still support Ford and publish what 
he as a member of the Warren Commission avoided even looking for, what you and ha, as 
lawyers know is tho most essential evidence in any homicide explanation and you in 
particular when your mandate was to investigate the federal agencies, I will welcome 
the explanations I do not expect* You go so f§r as never to mention the agency which did 
not volunteer this evidence to the Commiseion, not that Ford, the other Commissioners and 
all their lawyers did not know it had to exist and was essential* 

ou go farthur. ^ou open your report with what to any thinking person is total 
disqualification and certification of the lack of relevance to all that follows* You 
proclaim you did not question the conclusions of the Report and that you did not examine 
any of tthe evidence of the crime itself. You thereafter and without exception defend the 



Commission and its lawyers# You carry this so far s that you quote those who have self- 
interest to serve by what they said and in no case quote a lawyer who worked on the 
relevant areas of the Report# Y&u carried this to the extreme# When you had in your 
possession and suppressed what Selin as the Rockefeller Commission 3 honcho also xkabc 
had and suppressed, what it totally destructive of the eport and its integrity# Thus 
because it was the most serious self-accusation by the^ClA against the CIA in your attack 
on it and the FB 2 I you had to suppress it# 

Whatever is or was in your mind it is apparent that this was political expediency, 
a requisite of your being "very strongly for President Ford," 

And now, of course, especially because of tyeir great relevance to your report I 
understand wliy you used none of the transcripts X had to use FOIA to obtain. How ciuld 
you and survive support of the' man responsible? 

I have no personal investment in who is the next president# I do have a deep, 
long and continuing interest in the integrity of our society and its institutions and 
their viability# I recognise that as a politician you have rights end needs# Having 
them I beliove you should have faced this conflict of interest prior to taking the 
initiative that saddled you with this conflict of interest you have not reconciled in 
the; national interest# 

I am basing what I say not on thi 3 TV show alone# I have read the press copy of 
your report to the appendix. You were conned by the spooks you pretend to expose. *ou 
suppressed xime^ that are wall-known publicly. You swallowed the Rocca bait, hook, 
sinker and lino to the pole# You then want farthur and as with the FBI you supprressed 
mention of Jioooa’s name and those ox" the others who did this dirty work with him, names 
freely available in court records and the Archives# The identity of "D" is not and has 
not been secret/ Why do you suppress® it? Is there a more likely explanation that anyone 
knowing it would learn what you also suppressed in your report , that he and his fabrication 
were misused in a Strangelovian effort you avoid entirely? Or is it that your staff is 
this close to totally incompetent? 

That X spore you more of this is not because it does not exist# This is adequate 
for the record I will leave for the future and for your understanding# X could continue 
it indefinitely* I’hls would include serious and disqualifying factual errors in your 
report# Serrors relating to your entire basis, rather pretended basis. There is no basis 
for any of your report without what you refused to investigate, vrho did the dirty deed# 

While you pretend otherwise on ,r Face the nation” you did assume Oswald’s guilt without 
investigation and while condemning the honest of the soc-alled investigation# Unless you 
make this assumption of guilt there is one one fig-leaf of any relevance and that also you 
avoid: was Oswald a federal agent of some kind? 

You pretend but present no proof of his "collections” with both the pro- and anti- 
Castro groups# There is no proof. His sole "connection with tho F?CC is his writing them 
without their solicitation and their not empowering him to establish what there never 
waea, a Hew Orleans chapter. Your sole allegation of an anti-Castro "correction” is via 
Bringuior# Here you have the most serious factual error# '^his error is essential to all 
in your report# It ±0 also an area of your personal suppression of uhat you did obtain 
from the CIA and failed to mention on "Face the Nations" The Bringuior and C Jay Uhaw 
connections with CIA. 

Am I glad you did not come back to me! As I offered, I’d have given you all I hade# 

It is solid, it is considerable , it cost mo much and it proves perjury by the CIA’s Bringuior, 
protected by a relevant Warren Commission layer od your pill ti cal faith by £is personal 
alteration of a transcript# 



I want the record between ua tod that I will leave, also duplicated out of ray 
possession, 6<b be as explicit as possible, I am saying that Brlnguier com ited perjury, 

I am saying this porgury is the basis of gll your theorizing as a substitute for the fact 
you wore axdHiadxfcxsesiahliah mandated to establish, 1 am saying you could not have had 
a staff that even checked sources that was not aware of this, And I am saying I had other 
and repel tious proofs that were avilable to you, I did offer them to you and specifically 
on this subject, which is one of the four "theories" you did ask me to shoot down, your 
words, which I promptly did although they come originally from my own work in each case. 

(I then warned you against the consequences of beginning with theorising rather than fact.) 

fou may regard this with resentment and as a personal attack on you. I would like 
you to consider the pain it causes me when I have ruined my life and ray future to establish/ 
wiiat truth one man oan about an event on which the world was reversed and 1 have done this 
so unselfishly I ia offered you without restriction or even acknowledgement all of ay 
work and files, ties, I am still in debt for the private room, too. It 63.) 

Having thus endeared myself to youl propose providing you with an opportunity to 
live by and with your words on CBS. 

You should recall that you and your derring-do investigators, having the power 
of subpoena, had not issued gne until I proposed this when you asked me for recotfiraenda— 
tious on how to proceed. With competent subpoenas you would not have had the limitations 
you said on CBS had been imposed on you because the CIA had not informed you. They could, 
oi course, have failed to comply, but there was no reasonable limit on your power to 
specify and compel compliance if you had tho political courage. One of the specific 
suggestions I made - and I made more than one - is that you subpoena all their records 
of whatever source on me. X also waived my rights to privacy for you. I had reasons I 
could not go into in tho time we had, 1 have some of these records, from CIA and not from 
them. If you had done this you would have established the existence of a still-unex- 
posod CIA front from proscribed doaoatic activity and a aupei'-sensation tho nature of 
which 2 will not now indicated, I also withdraw ray waiver of privacy rights, based on 
what you iinve done. 

What you have done is to needlessly limit me in court. I have asked you for a 
copy of your Exhibit 42 with all names but mine masked, ou have not responded. As I 
told you, I want this for court, not literary use. Obviously when I am the author of the 
first book on tho Warren Commission I have no literary need of this. I know of no 
prohibition oh your providing this. 

iou do advance certain theories, whether or not they are founded in fact of reason. 

If you had done ns I suggested you would have advanced your theorising very much. While 
what I possess of these records IS far from complete, I have enough to tell you this in 
my possession, I also liavej proof of the deliberate withholding od more and where it 
is filed, ns you anew, the kinky sex pictures sre not of tae. As you may not know, this 
wa3 provided to the Shaw defense. That ia, not Garrison's but CIA's ohaw, as you must 
have road in .Oswald in New Orleans. And for whatever it may bo worth to you, CIA Shaw 
did perjure* himself, other than as Garrison charged. I'm now happy you did not ask for 
this proof I’d have given you. 

Here &re some other "■‘nice the “ation" quotes? 

We can "go only as far as we know." (You refused to and you did not.) 

"The American people can handle the truth."(l'm delighted you recall that from 
what I said last ^otober. ) 

'1 tliink the public has a right to know." I agree. But you are asserting a 
monopoly on what tho American public can know from the needless hiding of names, 1U-* 
that of Hosenko where in hiding it you repeat the official CIA propaganda while suppre 3 - 
what he said. Had you not it would have advanced your theorizing by giving it a basis 
you did not but i surely would have made "very strong support frimra for President Ford" 



4 



awkaward. &e was awara of what ftosenko said but ho stole and sold for profit a TOP 
SSCRJK transcript ho then edited to iaako say the opposite *Iiis government then under- 
took to present perjury to a federal court to dotty mo this transcript as it no.* lias forced 
me to court to obtain the records relevant to his rod-baiting of Professor Redlich 
(now law-school boon Aoxmari Redlich) over ^edlioh ? 3 record on civil rights# 

My record is one that certainly establishes dedication to the public's right to 
know# I regularly go to what for me is diff icult and costly lengths to obtain sup - 
pressed evidence and then hold press conferonceo and give it all away regardoloss of 
my sometime literary in t rest and. rights# 

four record is not one of guaranteeing the public's right to a fea know# leather is 
it a record of granting the public the right to know what you want it to know# 

I have asked you for copies of records that you aro not required to withhold# 

*ou have not responded# I liave asked you for records to present to a federal court# You 
have not responded# *n fact, you did not oven provide copies of those non-wi ckheid 
CIA records fJ had to buy from CIA when I offered you and through you the Senate all 
of the work I bad done at considerable personal cost, including these countless thousands 
of pages for which I paid the executive agencies. 

Despite what you told the CBS nationwide audience the records ox" those agencies 
is other than you represent. If they liw.d within the law I would havo no need to ask 
you for t- ese records. I have asked for them under fGIA aiid Privacy Acts, Combing lay 
files might yield or-- and older, but I can give you records of my having paid the 
Department of Justice for public information i n 1970 and still await it. I can show you 
requests of CIA for records that since the 1371 request have not been supplied# 

’flie political reality is precisely ao A red Graham represented: there is little 
likelihood that the oversight com. itteo will do anything and no that anything will bo 
done in tho imaaadiate future# As a lawyer you know that what your report gives this 
new committee lacks factual foundation end that with all the work it will have to do 
oven if it had the visibly lacking disposition to do any tiling its other obligations 
more central to its mandate also precludes this. 

I and to the bo3t of y knowledge I alone have devoted myself to meeting tho 
writer's obligation in a society like ours to the public' 3 right to know# I continue 
to do this despite the seruousneas and tho permanent damage from the phlebitis the 
manifestation of which younobservaci# I have* done work nobody else lias begun to approach. 

The FBI has certified to a federal court that ^ know about tho subject of your 
report than anyone in the FBI. 'Those are not inconaidoi’ablo credentials# And I will be 
leaving an archive for the future in wliich what you havo ana havo not used and do not 
have to suppress can be valuable, bo, I am offering you an opportunity to assure a right 
of tho people to know what youadid #ot see fit to tell whore you are not under any legal 
or moral obligation to secrecy. 

bet . us soc if your c&onoept of this light to know is impinged upon by your 
political support of the man olio denied the public this r*ght when our President was 
killed and the entire basis of our society nullified by that killing# 

In these 13 hard years I have had many di sappoint emen t s • Garrison wound up ay 
enemy when 1 tiled to steer him toward responsibility. 3o also did several of his associates 
1 understand havo been yours# I tell you frankly that between what x believed of you before 
we not and the impression you than made on i*o your report is perhaps my greatest disap** 
pointment. It is so dishonest and irrelevant that despite its pairoting of wliat I wrote a 
decade ago, despite my title's using tho words ''whitewash” and ”covex&iV* you wore even 
very unfair to the FBI and the CIA# I have sought no attention on your report but wh-.n I 
have been asked an opinion, or oo&iceni in every case you have forced me to include this# 

Apologias for the typos I'l not havo time to With disillusionment tinging sori'ow andixrogret, 
corroct-I began, this Sunday 1 3 v/ork at 5 a,n. Harold Vaisberg 



